























































































































































































































PRIMARY BENEFIT

455

Improved regional mobility with
major advantage for disadvantaged
persons through improved travel
speed (when compared to bus
transit).

. Favorable development tool.
. Most favorable benefit/cost ratio

is available within the B option
range.

1985 COST (MILLIONS OF 1970 DOLLARS)

420.1
18.4
490.7
18.8

446.8
18.5

535.8
19.2

Annual Patronage (1985)

BW
BX
BY
Bz

Capital
Operating
Capital
Operating
Capital
Operating
Capital
Operating
79.4 million
84.9 million
83.4 million
87.4 million

DECISION

Select Work program
based on BW or BX or
BY or BZ.

Select work program
based on staged develop-
ment of “B”’ systems.

DECISION CONSEQUENCES

Permits structuring definite transit planning program to provide ““hard”
answers to questions of location, route selection, system extent and
cost and corridor priorities which can proceed in concert with on-
going regional planning. Provides definitive direction relating transit to
future development planning and policy.

Permits maximum flexibility in implementation program based on
expanded planning horizon and offers opportunity to optimize
system performance and impact.
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